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OPINION

The defendant, Freddie Carrell, appeals the revocation of his probation,
arguing that the trial court abused its discretion. We AFFIRM the judgment of

the trial court.

On February 9, 1994, the defendant pleaded guilty to two felony drug
offenses. On May 6, 1997, the trial court sentenced him to two years probation
for each offense, with the sentences to run concurrently. Shortly thereafter, the
defendant admitted to numerous violations of his probation. The trial court
revoked his probation and ordered that he serve the remainder of his sentence in
jail. Nevertheless, the defendant was released from jail and returned to

probation on April 17, 1998.

Following his release, the defendant requested that his probation be
transferred to Florida, and he moved there. Approximately six weeks later, the
defendant requested that he be transferred back to Tennessee. The defendant
failed to report to his probation officer as scheduled upon returning to Tennessee
and failed to attend two subsequent meetings. As a result, a probation violation
warrant was filed on June 17, 1998. Following a hearing, the trial court found
that the defendant had violated the terms of his probation by not reporting and
ordered that the defendant serve the remainder of his sentences in the

Tennessee Department of Correction.

The defendant admits violating the terms of his probation. However, due
to car problems and other circumstances, he argues that he did the best that he

could.

The decision whether to revoke a defendant’s probation is vested in the

discretion of the trial court. See State v. Leach, 914 S.W.2d 104, 106 (Tenn.
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Crim. App. 1995). This Court will not disturb a trial court’s judgment relative to
probation revocation proceedings absent an abuse of that discretion. See id.
For this Court to find that the trial court abused its discretion, it must be

established that the record contains no substantial evidence in support of the

trial court’s conclusion. See State v. Harkins, 811 S.W.2d 79, 82 (1991). Such

is not the case here.

The evidence supports the findings of the trial court, and we find no error
of law mandating reversal. Therefore, pursuant to Rule 20 of the Court of

Criminal Appeals, we AFFIRM the judgment of the trial court.

JOHN EVERETT WILLIAMS, Judge

CONCUR:

JAMES CURWOOD WITT, JR., Judge

ALAN E. GLENN, Judge



